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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1. Claims 1-13 are pending in the application. 

WITHDRA WN REJECTIONS 

2. The 35 U.S.C. §102 rejection of claims 1, 3-5, 7, 10 and 12 over Murata et al. (US Patent 
No. 6,261,665), made of record in the office action mailed October 2, 2008, pages 2-3, paragraph 
#4 has been withdrawn due to Applicant's arguments in the response filed December 19, 2008. 

3. The 35 U.S.C. § 103 rejections made of record in the office action mailed October 2, 
2008, pages 3-4, paragraphs #4 and #5 has been withdrawn due to Applicant's arguments in the 
response filed December 19, 2008. 

NEW REJECTIONS 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 1-5, 7-10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amimori et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,559,915) in view of Takahashi et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,265,133). 

Regarding Applicant's claims 1-3,8, Amimori discloses a fingerprint easily 
erasable/removable film (col. 31, lines 17-21). The film (optical film, title) has a matted surface 
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represented by an arithmetical mean roughness of 0.05 [im or higher in terms of the arithmetical 
mean roughness R a defined in JIS B0601 (col. 10, line 53 and col. 10, line 63 through col. 11, 
line 20). The matted surface further has a ten point mean surface roughness R z of 0.2 to 2.0 (im 
(col. 3, line 60). The film as a whole has a haze of 1 .5 to 35.0% (col. 10, line 30). 

Amimori fails to disclose that the surface has a wet tension of 25 mN/m or higher. 

Takahashi teaches a coating which is fingerprint attachment resistant (col. 1, lines 11-16). 
The coating has a wet tension of 25 mN/m or higher (col. 9, lines 43-45). Furthermore, from 
table 2 it can be seen that if the wet tension is below 20 mN/m (comparative examples) the 
coating does not resist fingerprints. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to make Amimori's surface with wet tension of 25 mN/m or higher as disclosed by Takahashi in 
order to make the Amimori's film resistant to fingerprint stains. 

Regarding Applicant's claims 4, 9 and 10, Amimori discloses the film comprises a 
substrate (transparent support, figure 2, reference #1, 41) and a resin layer (hard coat/low 
refractive index, figure 2, reference #2, 42 and #3, 43) provided on the substrate and has the 
matted surface as a surface of the resin layer (figure 2). 

Regarding Applicant's claim 5, the limitation "the resin layer is formed from a coating 
material containing an ionizing radiation curable resin" is a method limitation and does not 
determine the patentability of the product, unless the process produces unexpected results. The 
method of forming the product is not germane to the issue of patentability of the product itself, 
unless Applicant presents evidence from which the Examiner could reasonably conclude that the 
claimed product differs in kind from those of the prior art. MPEP 2113. Furthermore, there does 
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not appear to be a difference between the prior art structure and the structure resulting from the 
claimed method because Amimori discloses that the resin layer is curable (col. 28, lines 20-21 
and col. 25, lines 52-53). 

Regarding Applicant's claims 7 and 12, Amimori discloses that the resin layer contains 
silica particles as the matting agent (col. 16, lines 25-26). 

6. Claims 6, 1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amimori in view of Takahashi as applied above, and further in view of Hasno et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,716,513). 

Amimori and Takahashi are relied upon as described above. 

Regarding Applicant's claims 6 and 11, Amimori and Takahashi fail to disclose the resin 
layer contains two kinds of matting agents having different average particle diameters. 

Hasno discloses a coating for optical displays (col. 4, lines 23-43). The coating contains 
two kinds of silica particles having different average particle diameters (figure 1 and col. 5, lines 
45-63). The coating is antifogging (col. 4, lines 7-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to use two kinds of matting agents having different average particle diameters as taught by 
Hasno in the combination of Amimori and Takahashi in order to impart antifogging. 

Regarding Applicant's claim 13, Amimori discloses that the resin layer contains silica 
particles as the matting agent (col. 16, lines 25-26). 
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ANSWERS TO APPLICANTS ARGUMENTS 

7. Applicant's arguments in filed December 19, 2008 regarding the previous rejections of 
record have been considered but are moot since the rejections have been withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia Chevalier whose telephone number is (571) 272-1490. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 am to 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rena Dye, can be reached on (571) 272-3186. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Alicia Chevalier/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1794 

2/27/2009 



